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C. O. Avy Captain pera 


As some Army reservists turned conscientious ob- 

jectors receive requests for additional information from 
their command headquarters and one reserve captain 
has had his resignation accepted it appears that the 
Army Reserve Corps will soon officially recognize sin- 
cere conscientious objection as valid grounds for resigna- 
tion from the reserve corps. 
In his letter of resignation the ex-captain stated. 
. . I have become a convinced conscientious objector 
to war and believe that an army is an inherently immoral 
institution Because of my reservations as to the 
moral justification for solving the world’s problems with 
force, and because of my opinion of an army as an 
institution, I am no longer qualified to be an officer in 
the Army of the United States.” 

The Army has evidently come to see the logic of the 
latter statement. The Navy and the Air Force have pre- 
viously been releasing some C. O. reservists. 

Reservists who feel they can no longer participate 
in the armed forces should tender their resignations 
immediately. Letters of resignation should go to Presi- 
dent Truman or the Adjutant General and to the com- 
manding officer of their reserve headquarters. The let- 
ter should state fully the reason for the resignation, and. 
if possible, some objective cause for change of opinion 
such as recently joining a church. 

Accompanying letters from persons who can vouch 
for the sincerity of the objector may also be helpful. 
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Senate Bill Adds Cc. 0. Draft 


The Senate Armed Services Committee by unanimous 
vote recently sent ‘its version of the Universal Military 
Service and Training program to the Senate. The bill 
will be an amendment to the Selective Service Act of 
1948. Included in the bill is a provision for “civilian 
work of national importance” for men classified IV-E. 

This is the same wording as the 1940 draft law. If 
this version is accepted by Congress the development of 
the civilian work program will be done administratively, 
largely by Selective Service. 

As we go to press, the House of Representatives’ 
Committee has still remained silent on any change in the 
present C. QO. deferment. 


NOTES 
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Cooperates with Second Prosecution & 


Gets Maximum Sentence 


Robert Michener, 19-year-old Quaker obje ctor from 
Hays, Kansas, was sentenced to ten years in prison by 
Judge Hill in the U. S. District Court at Topeka, Kansas, 
February 23. Michener pled guilty to failure to fill out 
the questionnaire, failure to report for his physical 
examination, and refusal to re port for induction. Judge 
Hill sentenced him to five years in prison, the maximum 
under the law, on each count. Two of the sentences are 
to run consec utively and the third to run concurrently. 
so the effect is the same as a single ten-year sentence. 


Michener Sentenced Previously 


Michener had previously been sentenced to a year 
and a day for non-registration by the same judge. He 
was still on parole at the time of his second conviction 
for refusal to cooperate with the Selective Service Act. 
After his parole he married an Iowa girl, Matilda Hen- 
derson, and enrolled at Drake University, Des Moines. 
lowa. He was in his Junior year at Drake when sent- 
enced. 


The rapid developme nt of the Michener case was 
possible because of his full cooperation with the Dis- 
trict Attorney’s office. When he heard about his indict- 
ment by the Kansas Federal Grand Jury he voluntarily 
returned to Kansas from lowa without being arrested. 

When arraigned before Judge Hill he pled guilty and 


was sentenced immediately. 
Modification of Sentence Possible 


A Federal Judge can modify the sentences which he 
gives any time within 30 days after the conviction. 
Efforts are being made to convince the judge that he 
should reconsider his decision. 

Persons concerned with this gross violation of the 
rights of conscience should protest directly to Judge 
Delmas Hill, U. S. District Court, Topeka, Kansas, Dis- 
trict Attorney Lester Luther, same address, and Attor- 
ney-General Howard J. McGrath, Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 

Protests may be effective for a reduction of sentence. 
and they may prevent future occurrences such as this 
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An PEN interesting and authoritative report on 
conscientious objectors under the Selective Training and 
Service Act of 1940 has been issued by Selective Service. 
The two volume report entitled CONSCIENTIOUS OB- 
JECTION, Special Monograph No. 11 is available from 
the Superintendent of Documents, Washington 25, D. C. 
(Volume I, Text, $1.25, Volume II, Appe sndices A-G, 
$1.00) 

From the standpoint of Selective Service this is an 
extremely objective report. It is a favorable analysis of 
the operation of C. P. S. and a sales job for the basic 
idea of alternative civilian work for religious objectors. 

The report was written by Lt. Col. Neal M. Wherry, 
and cleared by a committee of six Colonels, two Lieu- 
tenant-Colonels and Dr. Mapheus Smith of the Records 
and Research Divisien of Selective Service. 


Volume I is Basic Material 


Volume I contains most of the material which will 
be of interest to C. 0.’s. As well as reporting on C. P. S. 
operation and I-A-O armed forces service this volume 
contains historical background information, the legisla- 
tive development of the 1940 law, and chapters such as, 
“The Objector Who Violated the Law,” “Court Deci- 
sions Involving Conscientious Objection” and “The 
Problem of Camp Order and Discipline.” 

There are seventeen chapters and 364 pages in 
Volume I and seven sections and 288 pages in Volume 
Il. 

Volume II is an appendix to Volume I. It contains 
directives to C. P. S. camps, C. P. S. work statistics and 
copies of 34 Selective Service forms. One part of this 
volume is of special importance and interest to. objectors. 
This is the section of final reports made to Selective 
Service by the superintendents of mental hospitals and 
training schools. 

Interesting Statistics Included 

The report presents many statistics, some of them 
available to the public for the first time. It is noted 
that the ratio of C. O.’s in prison to C. P. S. to non-com- 
batant military duty is almost exactly 1:2:4, with 6,086 
men convicted who “professed some type of religious 
conscientious objection,” 11,950 C. P. S. assignees, and 
25,000 estimated as the number of men inducted into 
the armed forces with a I-A-O classification. It is not 
pointed out why Selective Service had to estimate how 
many I-A-O’s Selective Service inducted. 

It was estimated that perhaps as many as 75,000 
registrants indicated a degree of conscientious objection. 
Many of these men were never considered for possible 
C. O. classification, because they had other grounds for 
deferment. More than 52.000 men actually were classi- 
fied I-A-O or IV-E. 

Prison Statistics Given 


At the time (June 30, 1946) of the last prison C. O. 
report by the Department of Justice the 6,086 men men- 
tioned above had been convicted for the following viola- 
tions: ‘ 

Failure to report for induction 3,721 
Failure to report to C. P. S. 1,624 
Failure to comply in C. P. S$... 320 
Failure to register pt aek m2: a 








Failure to report for physical 
Failure to return questionnaire 
Counseling or aiding evasion _______ 28 


Total (June 30, 1946)... _ 6,086 


These men received the following sentences: 


% 
Se RED, or te Nt 0.2 


EE GES Le ee i eae 4.4 
1 month or less. Solicas gataiial 0.4 
More than 1 month to & inc. 6 months __ 1.7 
More than 6 months to & ine. 1 yr. & Id. _. 8.5 
More than 1 & 1 to and.ine. 2 years], 19.5 
More than 2 years to and inc. 3 years 1,8 30.3 
More than 3 years to and inc. 4 years. 9.9 
More than 4 years to and inc. 5 years.___1,5% 25.1 
More than 5 years (consecutive sentences 

for more than one offense). 

Two hundred and three objectors were s convicted for 
a second time, and two men were convicted three times. 

Final Project Reports Published 

Of considerable importance for judging the impact 
of the C. P. S. men on those about them are the project 
reports. A few of these are printed within the text of 
Volume I, and the remainder in a special section of 


Volume II. 


One which deserve special consideration is that of 
the Germfask project superintendent. This report is 
given in detail, although it is pointed out clearly that 
the men involved represented only a small minority 
within C. P. S. Germfask was government operated and 
was specifically meant for ‘ ‘recalcitrant” objectors who 
carried on their anti- -conscription protests by aN ae. 
to “sabotage” C. P. S. Selective Service calls assignee 
of this type “psuedo-religious.” 

The Germfask report stated, 


. “The type of assignee sent to 
Germfask . . . beggar description 7 The outs tanding peculiar- 
ity about them was the almost universal lack of expression in the 
eyes. Their laughter, if any, likewise had a vacant quality. Most 
of the objectors avoided a meeting of glances and kept their eyes 
focused on the floor or ground . . . Potentially the group had the 
makings of a very fine community Actually, these dormant 
talents were to be exercised in raising Hell . . . No one who has 
not been closely associated with them for a substantial period of 
time could believe that such people could exist outside an insane 
asylum.” 


Most Reports Praise C. P. S. Work 


Most of the reports praise the work of the C. 0.’s 
and express gratitude for having the man-power avail- 
able at a time it was badly needed. In spite of the ob- 
vious and admitted value of the services rendered, how- 
ever, there is considerable undercurrent of opinion 
which shows that the position of the men in regards to 
war was not appreciated or even understood by most 
institutional personnel. 

In different reports the men are termed “selfish:” 
it is suggested they be supervised next time by a mili- 
tary man on the institutional grounds; it is reported as 
evidently the apex of logic that one staff member told 
a C. P. S. man his pay was “a whole hide,” etc. 


Pacifist Questions Answered 


Since CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTION is a detailed 
official report it seems valid to deduct official attitudes 
from the publication. The attitudes of Selective Service 
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have considerable more effect on C. O. laws and regula- 
tions than the attitudes of the peace churches, pacifist 
organizations, or pacifist individuals. It is noted that 
Selective Service wanted “psuedo-religious objectors” 
eliminated from objector classification, and that the 19 
law, therefore, has a narrower definition than the 1940 
law which sent more than 6,000 admittedly sincere ob- 
jectors to prison. This narrower definition was written 
irrespective of the protests of pacifist organizations and 
persons interested in civil rights. 

Some Selective Service answers to pacifist questions 
have been deducted from the gencral attitude of the re- 
port. These answers are supported by specific quota- 
tions from the Monograph. 


1. Does the government want or will it propose only 
Army and Prison alternatives for objectors? No. 

Within a section entitled “Lessons from Conscien- 
tious Objector Experience” it is stated, 

“. . « future Selective Service legislation should again include 
. . . Civilian duty of national importance.” 

During World War II Senator Thomas of Oklahoma 
introduced a bill (S. 315) to eliminate the C. O. provi- 
sions (sec. 5(g) ) of the draft law. As reported in the 
Monograph the executive secretary of the National office 
of the American Legion wrote to the Senate Military 
Affairs Committee, 


“ 


it would not be proper to take these men into the 
army because of their attitude and the further fact that no com- 
manding officer would want to go into battle with a conscientious 
objector.” 

A War Department representative testified, 

“We are opposed to the repeal of section 5 (g) of the act, 
mainly because of the fact that the type of people who are con- 
scientious objectors would cause a lot of trouble in the Army.” 

Major General Lewis B. Hershey, Director of Selec- 
tive Service testified, 

“.. . 1 would like to say that I am opposed to S. 315.” 

2. Was C. P. S. a success? Yes. 

Selective Service staff of Camp Operations Division 
rated the quality of work done by individual units as 
good or satisfactory for 94% of the units and unsatis- 
factory or very poor for 6% of the units. 

“  .. the assignees fulfilled their obligation under the Selec- 
tive Training and Service Act of 1940 in a creditable manner...” 

“.. (C. P. S.) generally regarded as a satisfactory opera- 
tion.” 

See also the next question. 


3. Did C. P. S. help the war effort? Yes. 


. Selective Service gave consideration to almost any type 
of project sponsored by the Federal or State agencies which 
would be accepted by the public and would further the general 
war effort.” 

“ .. some objectors in Civilian Public Service Camps even- 
tually applied for induction for combatant or non-combatant ser- 
vice in the armed forces. From time to time also some who went 
to prison rather than serve in camps, later requested parole and 
assignment to civilian work. In both instances the voluntary ac- 
tion of the registrant significantly increased his contribution to 
the general effort of his country during a period of great emer- 
gency.” 

“. . . a distinct and valuable contribution to the emergency 
effort of 1940-47.” 

4. Did C. 0.’s in prison help the war effort? No. 

. . if the objector . . . became deliquent the Nation lost 
not only the contribution he would have made as a non-combatant 
or civilian worker, but, it also had to assume the added burden 
of his apprehension by the Department of Justice, his prosecution 
in the Federal Courts and in the event of conviction his inearcera- 
tion by the Bureau of Prisons.” 

. .. filling the jails with them (C. 0.’s) 


“ 


. would not 


solve the problem of having them perform service for the Na- 
tion.” 


5. Does imprisonment show a C. O.’s since rity? Yes. 


“By being willing to serve prison terms in lieu of non-com 
batant duty or civilian work, it may be assumed that they proved 
the sincerity of their conscientious objection claims.” 

6. Was C. P. S. totalitarian? Yes. 

“2. Absence from camp for the convenience of the assignee 
is a privilege, not a right. He has no free time: this is, time 
for which he does not have to account, from the day he enters 
camp until he is discharged . . . Furthermore, the assignees’ con 
duct and movements while — from camp on liberty, leave, or 
furlough, can be regulated and restricted 


“8. This summary represents the maximum in the privileges 
covered, and camp directors are free to reduce them to meet the 
situation in their own camps . . .” (excerpts from Administrative 
Directive No. 7, repeated in Directive No. 31) 

“, . - so long as it does not interfere with the operation of 
this camp, you (will) be given the right to religious freedom and 
worship as your conscience gives you "guidanc e.” (from a campers 
handbook produced by a religious agency and quoted in the 
Monograph) 


Is church administration of C. P. S. satisfactory? 


No. 

There is a loud silence in this report about church 
criticism of the C. P. S. operation. In contrast with this 
silence the protests of the campers are given consider- 
able space; complaints about the C. O.’s are aired; and 
criticisms of the churches are included such as the fol- 
lowing: 


“It was evident that they (church groups) had rather differ 
ent ideas than the System for the administration of such units...” 

~ «~« (oS) G4 wat always receive the outright coopera tion 
of the church group in matters of orders and discipline.” 

“Although it was desirable to prevent such occurrence. upon 
occasions a feeling of unrest arose in the camp and special pro- 
jects. This was due primarily to the interested church groups 
giving out information on the planning of additional projects be- 
fore such projects had been accepted by the Director of Selec- 
tive Service.” 

“In some church-operated units the directors, being church 
representatives, were not inclined to segregate men .. . the re 
sult upon occasions was a demoralizing effect for the whok 
group.” 

“Against the advice of Selective Service, most church oper- 
ated camps were set up on a self-government basis.” 

See also 8. c. below. 


S. How could the C. P. S. system be improved? 


a. Pay for assignees. 

“The assignee and his family make certain sacrifices 
. . . and serious attention should at least be given to providing 
him with some pay and his family with some allowance or allot 
ment.” 

= there would seem to be advantages in having added 
responsibilities accompanied by some up grading at least with 
respect to pay and perhaps in connection with allowances.” 

b. Better projects. 

. . a civilian work program for objectors should prefer- 

ably be composed of a wide variety of regular projects, manual 

in nature, and also of special ones, sk illed and professional 

even those located overseas, should be given consideration.” 
Complete government control. 

“A camp probably needs to be operated throughout by that 
agency of the Federal or State government concerned with the 
work project ae The camp director should be an employee of 
this agency and in full control of the unit.” 


d. “Improved” camp discipline. 

“However, for the handful of objectors who would still re 
fuse to work and obey related orders, there should be adequate 
provisions in the act or otherwise for immediate and continur 
detention by the authority in charge of the camp until the 
factor has complied with the orders or has been removed i n 
the unit.” 
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THE COURT REPORTER 
I Prosecutions 
Sentenced since last issue 
1-23-51 Donald Ernest Koch, 4 years (Los Angeles, 
Cal.) Judge William C. Mathes, refusal to 
report for induction. 
2-16-51 Larry Atkins, 4¥%2 years (Baltimore, Md.) 
Judge William C. Coleman, non-registrant. 
2-?-51 Alfred Dana, (San Francisco, Cal.) Judge 
Edward P. Murphy, refusal to report for ind. 
2-23-51 Robert Michener, 10 years plus 5 concurrent, 
(Topeka, Kansas) Judge Delmas Hill, Second 
prosecution, see story page l. 
2-28-51 Paul and David Seaver, 18 months (Phila- 
delphia) Judge J. T. Clary, non-reg. 
Arrested since last issue 
California—Dr. Raleigh H. Pichard, non-registrant. 
Indiana--Donald Nagler, refusal to report for ind. 
Kansas--Dwight Platt, non-registrant. 
New Jersey—-Howard Douglas, non-registrant. 
New York—Jim George, refusal to carry draft card. 
Ohio——James Lawson, refusal to report for induction. 
Kenneth Champney, refusal to report for ind. 
Men Currently Imprisoned 
F. C. I. Danbury, Conn.—Vail Palmer 
County jails pending transfer, Carl Kime, Larry At- 
kins. Paul and David Seaver. 
Institutions not varified—Don Fisk, Robert Richter, 
Robert Cannon, Alfred Dana, Donald Koch, Robert 
Michener. 


Second Edition 
CONSCIENTIOUS 
OBJECTORS 
UNDER 
SELECTIVE SERVICE 
The first edition of this booklet has become the stand- 
ard counseling guide across the country. Just off the 





press—the second edition incorporates the new classi- 
fication order and the doctors’ draft into the text of the 
first edition and makes some minor corrections. 


25c — Five for $1.00 
ORDER FROM CCCO 
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NEWS NOTES 


se . 
Superior Orders Held Invalid 

A clemency board has recently reviewed the sentences 
of German “war criminals” and reduced the sentences of 
more than a hundred persons. 

The New York Times reports, “ ‘And now we have 
five years after his (Hitler's) end and the end of the 
war, all of these defendants chanting superior orders 
and contending that in an entire nation of sixty millions 
of people there was only one man, or a very small group 
of men, responsible for any and all the things which hap- 
pened, and that no one else was responsible for any- 
thing, and that so long as there was an order which 
trickled down from the top, everyone in the wash of it 
enjoyed an immunity bath,’ the board declared. 

“However, in mitigating the circumstances, the board 
rejected the defense of superior orders ‘as it was rejected 
by the tribunals in the trials.’ ” ' 

Objectors attempting to use these court precedents 
to show that superior orders are not binding on con- 
science have met an extreme degree of hostility from 
Federal Judges. 

Non-registrants have often even failed to convince 
their friends that the order of the state to register is 
subject to approval by individual conscience. 


Atkins Sentenced to AY, Years 


Larry Atkins, 18-year-old non-registrant, was sent- 
enced to 442 years in prison by Judge William C. Cole- 
man in the U. S. District Court at Baltimore, Md.. 
February 16th. Atkins is a member of the Episcopalian 
Church and was a Freshman student at St. John’s in 
Baltimore at the time of his arrest. 


The American Friends Service Committee had ap- 
proved Atkins for work in Mexico if the court granted 
him probation as requested by the defense counsel. 


Judge Coleman bitterly reprimanded the Service 
Committee for its willingness to accept Atkins and its 
implied willingness to condone non-registration. The 
Judge also berated Joe Atkins, father of the defendent. 
and suggested that he could be prosecuted for counsel- 
ing and abetting evasion. However, no such prosecution 
has been instigated, nor has any other parent of a non- 
registrant been prosecuted. 
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